


 





CELRN-DL-M               21 Feb 00 
                Getty/2346 

Rev 31 May 00 
           (Rev by Higgs) 

Memorandum for Distribution 
 
Subject:  KY Lock – Scope of Supplemental EIS (Italicized Revision after Agency 
Scoping Meeting 
 
1.  Since 1992 when the Feasibility Study and Environmental Impact Statement were 
completed, there have been many changes, additions, and refinements to the Kentucky 
Lock Addition Project.  The table below is an attempt to list all of the affected major 
features.  The 1992 EIS recognized that a supplemental NEPA document would be 
required because of unknowns associated with the relocation of Taylor Park Campground 
and unknowns in the need and configuration of downstream training dikes.  I believe that 
we are nearing the point where we have most of the major changes and refinements to a 
level where additional detail will not significantly impact any environmental analyses.  It 
is hoped that the table below will be a starting point for TVA and the Corps in developing 
a plan to produce the SEIS. 
 

Anticipated Features to be included in SEIS 
 
Feature 1992 FS/EIS Current Plan 
Access Road to Vulcan 
Disposal Site 

Not Included Widen existing road/path 
with wetland impacts and 
enlarging a crossing of 
Russell Creek.  Wetland 
impacts were covered by 
Highway Relocation EA 
(0.25 acres). 

Taylor Park Campground Relocate to unknown 
location 

Permanently close.  As 
mitigation, build new lock 
visitor center and enhance 
fishing access in the KY 
TW. Fill Placement in 
lower level of campground. 
Fill will not be a 404 
activity since it is above the 
normal operating level of 
Kentucky Lake.  It is within 
the flood control pool and 
impacts on the floodplain 
will be included in the SEIS.



 
East bank boat ramp Permanently close.  As 

mitigation, upgrade west 
bank ramp, build restroom, 
and pave parking lot. 

Instead of upgrading 
existing ramp, build new 
ramp on west end of 
existing WB boat basin.  
Keep new restroom and 
paving in plan. TVA 
requested that as part of the 
closing of the existing ramp 
that vehicle use be blocked.  
The ramp would still be 
available for foot traffic. 

West bank land access to 
barges to be used by 
contractors 

Not included Alternatives:  1) WB ramp 
on bank upstream of boat 
basin, 2)  enlarge boat 
basin, and/or 3) use existing 
EB ramp.  Mussel surveys 
(preliminary results for 1) 
and 2) few mussels 
observed ) were recently 
performed. In-river 
dredging is not required for 
these alternatives. 

Lock location N/A Lock has moved 
approximately 200’ 
upstream and 20’ riverward 
from EIS location.  Its 
founding elevation has also 
been raised. 

Temporary flow cut-off 
wall or measures 

Not included Alternatives are presently 
being evaluated.  To be 
located in footprint of new 
lock chamber. 

 
Upstream Lock Approach 
Walls 

Cellular Structures (20 cells 
@ 36’ diameter) 

Floating structures with 
drilled shaft connections (3 
@ 10’) at the upstream end 
of both the guidewall 
(longer) and guardwall 
(shorter). TVA’s 
preliminary assessment of 
mussels resources based on 
the recent surveys.  Few 
mussels present and soft 
bottom substrate.   

Underwater excavation Not included Underwater rock excavation 



construction methods. 
Underwater rock blasted 
with overburden excavated. 

is planned for both 
upstream and downstream 
of the new lock. 
Appropriate environmental 
restrictions should be 
developed. It was agreed 
that additional evaluation 
of blasting techniques.  
Experiences at similar 
projects, such as Pickwick 
Dam or Ohio River work, 
will be investigated to 
develop blasting techniques 
to minimize impacts.  
Potential techniques 
included scare charges to 
attempt to move fish away 
from the blasting point and 
leaving a layer of 
overburden or adding a 
temporary layer over the 
charge. Timing of blasting 
should be done in the winter 
months to avoid potential 
fishermen conflicts. 

Upstream Approach 
Excavation 

? Has been minimized and is 
undergoing testing at WES. 
Excavation to navigation 
grade for up to 1000’ 
upstream of end of 
guidewall. Recent 
coordination with the 
Corps’ Navigation section 
has stated that the design 
grade should be 335’ which 
will require  significant 
dredging.  This grade is 
debatable since it would 
only occur during 
emergency flood control 
drawdowns when 
commercial navigation is 
likely to be curtailed 
anyway.   Blasting for this 
item is only anticipated for 
the lock intakes, other areas 



are expected to be soils. 
Downstream lock approach 
wall 

Built in the dry using a long 
cofferdam 

Built in the wet using 
drilled shafts.  Temporary 
fill placement (is a 404 
activity) in lower third of 
guidewall to help form 
slurry wall, fill will be 
removed later. 

Downstream cofferdam Extensive structure 
encompassing the 
downstream approach wall 

Has been shortened by over 
1000’.  Channel excavation 
that was to be done in the 
dry will now be in the wet.  
Includes at least one 
temporary guard cell. 

   
Downstream approach 
excavation 

Most in the dry, some in the 
wet, including right bank 
excavation for 
approximately 1500’. 

All in the wet.  Amount is 
being refined in Nav. Model 
at WES, but right bank 
excavation is not necessary.  
It was emphasized by the 
Corps that right bank and 
channel dredging will not 
be necessary based on 
design refinements.  

Downstream training 
dike(s) 

Recognized that they may 
be needed. 

One or two small training 
dikes (see drawing).  
Mussel survey and 
mitigation would not be 
needed 

Downstream Mooring Cells 
(Buoys) 

Two new ones located just 
upstream of I-24 to replace 
those just downstream of 
the powerhouse island. 

Mooring cells have been 
replaced by mooring buoys 
at RM 19.4L and/or 20.6L. 
Included in the SEIS since 
their use was linked to river 
traffic congestion while the 
new lock is being 
constructed.  The downside 
of this is that environmental 
impacts may trigger a 
formal consultation under 
the ESA.  TVA has 
evaluated the sites for 
aquatic resources.  T&E 
issues at one proposed 
location (possibly both 



sites).  Prop wash is 
another concern.   These 
buoys would be removed 
after lock construction and 
could be placed back in 
service during lock outages. 

Upstream Mooring Cells Two new ones were 
planned. 

None are presently being 
considered. 

Layout of lock buildings 
and access roads 

Not included Plan nearing completion. 

Contractor Staging Areas Large wooded area on east 
bank near abandoned 
firearms range and TP 
Campground were 
identified. 

Needs are being refined and 
reassessed.  Use of large 
wooded area would 
probably be considered as 
last resort.  Revised plan 
may be available in August. 

East bank disposal site Approx. 40 acres of Vulcan 
Materials previously 
disturbed site. 

No change to Vulcan site, 
presently designed to 60% 
level.  In addition, would 
like to add lower level of 
T.P. Campground as 
permanent fill area with 
certain limitations. 

Future treatment of site 
sanitary sewage 

Probably not included Plan is scheduled this 
summer.  Alternatives 
include:  1) septic tanks and 
fields, 2) constructed 
wetlands, and/or 3) 
connection to the Grand 
Rivers POTW. 

   



 
Erection of RR truss over 
navigation channel 

Not included Truss will be erected in a 
yet to be determined area of 
the immediate TW and 
floated into place.  The 
temporary erection site will 
probably have env. 
consequences. Either 
expanded WB basin, along 
WB or on future highway 
piers. 

Widening of Hwy 282 
under RR bridge 

Not included This RR bridge is now 
having to be replaced and 
the roadway under it 
upgraded to current 
standards.  Widening it 
could have impacts on the 
adjacent wetlands. 

   
 
2.  In addition to the features listed above, an EA has been prepared to document and 
assess changes/additions associated with the proposal to relocate US Hwy 62 to a 
downstream bridge instead of re-constructing it on top of the dam.  The major features 
included in the EA are listed in the table below. 
 

Project Features Covered and Assessed in Hwy EA 
 
Feature 1992 FS/EIS Hwy EA 
Relocated roadway Reconstructed on top of 

dam. 
Relocated to downstream 
bridge. 

Wetlands N/A New field survey identified 
wetlands being impacted by 
both RR and Hwy that were 
not shown in 1992 EIS.   
Mitigation plan currently 
being developed for off-site 
location.  Minor impact of 
disposal area haul road 
added. 

Mussels Not included for RR? Impacts were assessed and 
mitigation plan is currently 
being initiated by Corps. 



 
Powerhouse Island Access By bridge over downstream 

canal, from east bank. 
By ramp off of dam, from 
west bank. 

Bike/Pedestrian Bridge over 
Locks 

N/A Added to provide loss of 
sidewalk from existing 
bridge when bridge moved 
downstream. 

West bank disposal site and 
contractor staging area. 

Not included. Added. 

Borrow sites Only Vulcan disposal site 
identified as potential 
borrow site. 

Added Vulcan stripping 
operations and “racetrack” 
site on west bank. 

   
   
 
 
As mentioned above, the development of mitigation plans for both wetlands and mussels 
is ongoing.  It is expected that these ongoing and future mitigation plans will be joint 
developments of TVA and the Corps. 
 
 
 
     Don Getty 
     KY Lock Addition 
     Project Manager 
 
Distribution: 
 
May 22, 2000 Agency Scoping Meeting Attendees 
 
 



CELRN-PM-P                                                                          
31 MAY 2000 

 
MEMORANDUM FOR RECORD 
 
SUBJECT:  Minutes of Agency Scoping Meeting for Supplemental Environmental 
                    Impacts Statement (SEIS) for Kentucky Lock Addition Project 
 
1. An agency scoping meeting was held at the Lake Barkley Resource Manager’s Office 

on May 22, 2000.  The purpose of the meeting was to solicit comments or concerns 
about issues to be evaluated in the forthcoming SEIS and to make any last minute 
preparation for the public meeting held later that evening.  A list of attendees follows. 

 
List of Attendees 

 

NAME   AGENCY     PHONE 

DON GETTY  CORPS OF ENGINEERS   
 615-736-2346 

TED CROWELL  KY DEPT. FISH AND WILDLIFE 
RESOURCES 800-858-1549 

PAUL RISTER  KY DEPT. FISH AND WILDLIFE 
RESOURCES 270-753-3886 

RICHARD TIPPIT  CORPS OF ENGINEERS   
 615-736-2020 

JOHNNY PARHAM CORPS OF ENGINEERS   
 615-736-2346 

SAM PERRY  TVA      865-632-
1591 

Gary Jenkins  TVA      901-641-2012 



TOM SWOR  CORPS OF ENGINEERS   
 615-736-5831 

TIM HIGGS  CORPS OF ENGINEERS   
 615-736-7192 

Lee Graser  TVA      865-632-1515 
John Jenkinson TVA      865-632-1513 

DAVID DREVES  KY DEPT. FISH AND WILDLIFE 
RESOURCES 270-753-3886 

Kevin Gillespie US Coast Guard    618-684-3143, ext130 
 
2. Representatives from the Kentucky Division of Water (DOW) and the US Fish and 

Wildlife Service (USFWS) were unable to attend the meeting.  Previous discussions 
were held with the DOW on how coordination obtained during the recent Relocated 
Highway 62 EA would be implemented.  The DOW stated they would rely on the 
KDFWR for the appropriate fish-spawning season, during which in-stream work is 
prohibited.  Additional clarification on what type of activities would be prohibited 
during fish spawning season, in general, this is any bottom disturbing activities such 
as dredging or blasting or any activity likely to increase downstream turbidity levels.  
Working on the above bottom portions of the bridges piers or use of work barge 
spuds (minor area impacted) would not be prohibited.  The USFWS commented via 
email that their concerns for federally listed species (Indiana Bats or mussels) had 
been adequately addressed in previous coordination for the Highway EA. 

 
3. Most of the meeting consisted on a discussion of “Anticipated features to be included 

in the SEIS”.  A table was previously furnished which listed each feature, the 
description that was provided in the original (1992) EIS, and how the current plan had 
changed.  This file has been revised based on this meeting (see attached) 

 
• Taylor Park Campground Fill placement: Tom Swor asked if fill placement is a 404 

activity.  Tim Higgs responded that this fill will not be a 404 activity since it is above 
the normal operating level of Kentucky Lake.  It is within the flood control pool and 
impacts on the floodplain will be included in the SEIS. 

• Existing East Bank boat ramp (old ferry landing): Sam Perry requested that as part of 
the closing of the existing ramp that vehicle use be blocked.  The ramp would still be 
available for foot traffic. 

• Upstream Lock Approach Wall:  John Jenkinson provided a preliminary assessment 
of mussels resources based on the recent surveys.  Few mussels were present and the 
bottom substrate consisted of soft materials. 

• Underwater excavations methods:  This was a subject of more detailed discussion.  It 
was agreed that additional evaluation of blasting techniques will be performed prior 
to preparing specifications for this work.  Experiences at similar projects, such as 
Pickwick Dam or Ohio River work, will be investigated to develop blasting 



techniques to minimize impacts.  Potential techniques included scare charges to 
attempt to move fish away from the blasting point and leaving a layer of overburden 
or adding a temporary layer over the charge. Timing of blasting should be done in the 
winter months to avoid potential fishermen conflicts.  

• Upstream approach excavation:  Recent coordination with the Corps Navigation 
section has stated that the design grade should be 335’ which will require more 
significant dredging.  This position is debatable since it would only occur at extreme 
conditions during an emergency flood control drawdowns when commercial 
navigation is likely to be curtailed anyway.   Blasting for this item is only anticipated 
to occur for the lock intakes, other areas are expected to be soils. 

• Downstream lock approach:  Temporary fill placement for construction of the slurry 
wall will be a 404 activity.  

• Downstream approach excavation:  It was emphasized by Tom Swor that right bank 
and channel dredging will not be necessary based on design refinements.  In the 1992 
EIS, this was a significant issue. 

• Downstream Mooring Buoys:  It was recently decided at the April 12th WES meeting 
that the analysis of environmental impacts associated with the mooring buoys would 
be included in the SEIS since their use was linked to river traffic congestion while the 
new lock is being constructed.  The downside of this is that environmental impacts 
may trigger a formal consultation under the ESA.  TVA has evaluated the sites for 
aquatic resources.  T&E issues at one proposed location (possible both sites).  Prop 
wash is another concern.   These buoys would be removed after lock construction and 
could be placed back in service during lock outages. 

• Contractor staging areas:  Revised plan will not be available until August (not July). 
 
4. Fish Spawning season.  Additional coordination will be developed between 

KDFWR, TVA, and the Corps showing the appropriate season for each area.  A table 
will be developed to identify species likely to be spawning at the different locations 
affected by project construction and for anticipated construction methods.  TVA 
recommended avoiding the lower lock approach channel during mid-Feb – March to 
avoid impacting blue sucker runs.  Stripe fishing is heavy during April- June, 
especially in easternmost bridge pier area.   

 
5. Boat Restrictions.  Boat traffic would be restricted around active pier construction 

areas and it is expected that no more than two piers would be active at any given time.  
No blasting is needed for pier construction.  Signage will be placed at the boat ramp 
area.  Pier construction is expected to last two years and steel placement another year.  
Short-term closures will be required when the railroad truss is floated into place. 

 
6. WES Modeling Update.  WES has identified errors in velocity measurements 

presented during the April 12th meeting.  They will provide results in an upcoming 
report on existing conditions.  No significant velocity changes on downstream areas 
containing mussel beds were measured as a result of bridge pier construction. 

 
7. Mussel Salvaging from Bridge Piers Footprints. Anticipated procedures for the 

mussel salvaging operation were discussed.  It is recognized that diver safety will be a 



critical factor.  The Corps’ bridge pier contractor will be required to salvage mussels 
from the pier footprints as much as practical. 

 
8. Recent mussel surveys.  John Jenkinson provided a preliminary assessment of the 

recent mussel surveys.  A more detailed summary will be provided at a later date.  
Based on the preliminary results it appears the expanded west bank boat basin and the 
downstream rock (a.k.a. Rister) jetties will not be dropped because of environmental 
concerns. 

 
9. Contact me at (615) 736-7192 if you have any questions. 
 
 
 
 

Tim Higgs 
Environmental Engineer 
Project Planning Branch 

 
Attachment:  “Table for Anticipated Features to be Included in SEIS” 
 
CF:   All attendees to May 22nd Meeting 
 John Dovak/KY DOW 
 Ed Carroll/KY DOW 
 Jim Widlak/KY DOW 



5/31/00 
Kentucky Lock Addition 

Minutes of Public Information Meeting  
22 May 2000 

6:30 p.m. (CDT) 
KY Dam Village State Resort Park 

Conference Center 
 
 

1.  On 22 May, 2000, a public information meeting was held at the Kentucky Dam 
Village State Resort Park Convention Center to scope issues for the upcoming 
Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement for the Kentucky Lock Addition project.  
The meeting was attended by approximately 100 citizens. 
 
2.  At the General Session, opening remarks were made by: 
 

• Corps of Engineers - LTC Pete Taylor, District Engineer, Nashville District 
• Tennessee Valley Authority – Gary Brock, Manager, Navigation and 

Structures Engineering 
• Kentucky Department of Fish &Wildlife Resources – Ted Crowell, Assistant 

Director of Fisheries 
 
An overview of the Project was then provided by Don Getty, Project Manager for the 
Corps of Engineers.  A powerpoint of this presentation is included in the KY Lock 
website. 
 
3.  After the General Session, two Breakout Sessions were held:  one on Tailwater 
Fishing moderated by Ralph Ownby of the Corps of Engineers and one on “All-other” 
Project Features moderated by Barney Davis of the Corps of Engineers.  The purpose of 
these breakout sessions was to solicit ideas/comments/questions from the attendees.  A 
summary of the input collected at these breakout sessions is provided below. 
 
4.  Tailwater Fishing Breakout Session.  An overview of the possible fishing impacts 
during construction and proposed tailwater fishing access improvements was provided by 
Don Getty.  A powerpoint of this presentation is included in the KY Lock website.  A 
summary of the discussion held on the various topics/issues and the results of the survey 
are provided below: 
 
Boat Ramps 
 
• It was suggested by Judge Joe Ward that the east bank (Livingston County) be 

provided with a boat ramp.  He suggested dredging the mouth of Russell Creek to 
accommodate this ramp.  This suggestion will be evaluated in the SEIS. 

• The location of the new west bank boat ramp in the boat basin was well received.  
The dilemma of where to place floating courtesy dock was discussed.  Possible 
options include: 



• Dock between the lanes – This may be more advantageous for single boaters, but 
when a boat is tied to the dock, it blocks one of the lanes for launching.  It was 
pointed out that if the boat basin is widened, then the ramp may be widened to allow 
for a boat to be tied-up at the dock with enough room left over to launch a boat.  If the 
basin is not widened, then there is not enough width to put the dock over to the side. 

• Dock to the side of the ramp – This arrangement would ensure that at least one lane 
of the ramp stays open for launching, but if the ramp is widened, it would probably 
keep two lanes open for launching. 

• It was pointed out that the existing west bank ramp is difficult to use during low water 
– boats tend to drop-off the ramp since it does not extend far enough into the water.  
It was noted that extending the ramp to fix this problem will require closing the ramp 
during concrete placement and curing.  This seemed acceptable to the attendees.  The 
option of fixing the ramp will be evaluated in the SEIS and the funding for it could 
come from the $1M of Taylor Park Campground mitigation funds. 

 
Fishing Piers 
 
• The elevation of the two proposed fishing piers and the existing fishing coffer cell 

were discussed.  There seemed to be agreement that all three fishing platforms should 
be at different elevations to accommodate different tailwater elevations. 

 
Fishing Coffer Cell 
 
• There seemed to be a consensus of those attending that the coffer cell should not be 

raised in height.  This is due mainly to the shad dipping that occurs on the cell.  There 
was an opinion expressed that if the cell were raised, shad dipping would be more 
difficult.  One of the design team members described how shad dipping could still be 
performed from a boat with the cell raised.  This would involve a wood block 
between the boat and the cell wall to allow space for dipping between the boat and the 
cell.  The advantage to this approach is that dipping could occur at tailwater 
elevations above those of the existing cell height.  However, those in attendance did 
not feel that this additional utility would overcome the existing ease of use of the cell. 

• In lieu of raising the cell and in an effort to reduce maintenance requirements, a 
proposal to remove to the railing and bridge access to the cell was proposed.  This 
was not well received by the audience since the shad dippers and fishermen all want 
the railing and the fishermen need the bridge access. 

• Enhanced railing – A proposal to use project mitigation funds to place strengthened 
railing on the cell was made.  This was well received.  An opinion was expressed that 
the railing would be more corrosion resistant by making it out of “I” shapes rather 
than enclosed tubing. 

• Existing railing – It was pointed out that the existing railing has some broken pieces 
exposed that could be a safety hazard and they should be removed. 

 
Expanded West Bank Boat Basin 
 



• This basin is proposed to be deepened to elevation 293 and widened an unknown 
amount for three reasons:  1) to allow for the erection of the 500 foot long RR truss 
that will then be floated into place; 2) to allow for the on- and off-loading of 
contractors’ work barges; and 3) to provide for additional width and depth for the 
recreational boats that will ultimately use the basin for launching and docking.  The 
trade-offs for expanding and not expanding the boat basin were discussed.  If not 
expanded, this would keep open about 600 additional feet of the west bank to bank 
fishing during construction and would possibly allow the new ramp in the basin to be 
opened to the public several years earlier.  If the basin is expanded, it will allow more 
flexibility in the width and design of the new ramp and its courtesy dock.  It will also 
provide additional depth and width for use by the recreational craft.  The basin’s 
existing width of 30-35 feet at low water make it marginal for use as a launching and 
docking area. 

 
Miscellaneous 
 
• Powerhouse Island Public Restroom – It is proposed that this restroom would be a 

replacement for the existing restrooms in the TVA Public Safety building that are in 
poor condition.  It was requested that this proposed restroom be kept open year round.  
TVA representatives stated that it was their intention to keep it open year round and 
that it would be similar in design to the restrooms below Pickwick Dam. 

• Marking of submerged coffer cells – It was requested that an effort be made to 
mark the existing coffer cells below the spillway so as to show unknowing boaters 
their location.  This is not a problem for boaters that frequent the area, but significant 
damage has been done to unsuspecting boaters.  This marking possibility will be 
considered as mitigation in the SEIS. 

 
Results of TW Fishing Survey 
 
A total of 12 survey forms were returned with comments.  Here are the results by the 
categories on the form: 
 
A.  Features planned as mitigation for permanent closure of east bank ramp 
• New two lane boat ramp in west bank boat basin, with floating courtesy dock. 
• New public restroom near ramp. 
• Paving of existing parking lot downstream of boat basin. 
• Existing west bank ramp can remain open permanently, at the discretion of the 

Kentucky Dam Village State Resort Park 
 
Written comments received on the above plan: 
• Widen the basin to allow for wider lanes of the ramp. 
• Please locate courtesy dock downstream of ramp, not in the center of ramp. 
• These sound good to me. 
• Fix holes in roadway to existing west bank ramp. 
• I prefer the courtesy dock be placed to the side of the new ramp to prevent user 

conflict. 



• Courtesy dock should be in the middle. 
• Fix bottom of old ramp. 
• Existing ramp needs reworked. 
 
B.  Features proposed as mitigation for closure of upstream, west bank to fishing 
during construction of river bridges 
• Two or three rock jetties downstream of existing west bank ramp for fishing access 

and for fish habitat. 
• Gravel road, parking lot, and walkways for rock fishing jetties. 
 
Written comments received on the above plan:  
• At least three, maybe four. 
• Much needed. 
• Sounds good to me. 
• Agree. 
• Good idea! 
• This is an outstanding idea. 
 
C.  Possible deepening and widening of existing west bank boat basin. 
It is proposed to deepen and widen the existing boat basin to allow bridge and lock 
construction barges to on- and off-load within the basin.  The short-term consequences of 
this enlargement is that it would eliminate approximately 600 additional feet of west bank 
available to fishing during the expected three to four years of bridge/lock construction.  
This 600 feet would be in addition to the approximately 2000 feet of bank that would be 
closed to fishing regardless of the basin’s use (see Phases 2-A and 2-B of handout).  The 
long-term benefit of the basin’s enlargement is that it would make the basin easier to use 
by recreational boats after construction is complete.  The new boat ramp will be 
constructed in the basin regardless of whether or not it is expanded, but if it is not 
expanded, then its maximum depth will only be 3-4 feet at low water and with a 
corresponding width of about 30 feet.  Please let us know your preference on this issue. 
 
I prefer to have the basin expanded      All 12 responses chose this option 
 
I prefer to leave the basin as is.            ____0___ 
 



D.  Features proposed as mitigation for closure of Taylor Park Campground.   
Our maximum budget for these features is approximately $1M.  We (interested agencies) 
have come up with the list below of possible ways to improve fishing access to the KY 
tailwater area.  Since these features’ cursory costs add up to slightly more than the $1M 
available, we need your help in prioritizing them.  Also, if you have other possible 
features that you feel should be considered, please write them in the last row(s). 
 
Possible Feature Approximate Cost Order of preference with the 

largest number being the 
top choice (9 of 12 surveys 
provided ranking of these) 

Powerhouse Island Fishing Pier 
 

$440K* 46 

New Powerhouse Island Public 
Restroom (2 stalls per sex) 

$85K 28 

Additional parking at downstream 
end of Powerhouse Island 

$50K 27 

Raise a portion of existing 
Powerhouse Island coffer cell about 
7’, install new railing, and access 
bridge. 

$100K 19 

West Bank Fishing Pier 
 

$350K 35 

West Bank Fishing berm (walkway) 
just upstream of boat basin 

$65K 29 

Total Approximate Cost $1.09M  
 
 

  

 
 

  

*This cost includes the $50K cost of the new parking lot. 
 
Note: Additional items for the above table proposed at the meeting would be the 
extension of the existing west bank boat ramp, marking of the submerged cells below the 
spillway, upgrading the railing of the existing fishing coffer cell, and building a new 
ramp on the east bank. 
 
E.  Height of west bank fishing pier. 
 
If the west bank fishing pier is chosen to be constructed, then we are proposing three 
different options for its height.  There is concern among some of the designers/owners 
that the lower pier elevations will cause undue maintenance problems due to frequent and 
lengthy flooding and that the pier’s usability would be limited by this flooding.  Please let 
us know your preference on the height. 
 
Minimum Pier Height Approximate Approximate number Order of 



(elevation in feet) 
See Note below 

number days that 
low pod is flooded 
for the entire year 

days that low pod is 
flooded from June 
through October 

preference with 
largest number 
being first choice 
(8 of 12 surveys 
provided rankings) 

318 63 3 9 
313 94 7 14 
310 115 15 22 
Note:  For reference, the normal low water in the tailwater is elevation 300 and the top of 
the coffer cell at the Powerhouse Island is elevation 302. 
 
 
5. All-other Features Breakout Session.  An overview of planned project features and 

some known impacts of these features was presented by Johnny Parham.  The main 
topics of this overview were: 1) Areas of limited public access during construction, 2) 
Affects of construction employment and construction traffic on the community, 3) 
Permanent traffic pattern changes, 4) Plans for site development, 5) Construction 
sequencing. A powerpoint of this presentation is included in the KY Lock website.  A 
summary of issues raised by attendees follows. 

 
Size of Visitors Center  One person asked for the dimensions of the Visitors Center and 
remarked that it seemed small and was there an opportunity to make it larger.  It was 
pointed out the dimensions of the main display area are 45’ x 20’.  This does not include 
the restrooms, vestibule, or office and storage areas.  It was explained that justification 
for the Visitors Center was as mitigation for the closure of Taylor Park Campground and 
thus the $1.5 million estimate to relocate the campground was a limiting factor for 
mitigation.  Of the $1.5 million, $500,000 has been proposed to be budgeted for the 
Visitors Center and $1 million for tailwater fishing enhancements. 
 
Traffic from Dump Trucks  A concern was expressed about the amount of traffic that 
will occur from dump trucks hauling fill material for the RR & Hwy embankment on the 
west bank across the dam.  The question was asked if the contractor’s work hours would 
be limited.  It was explained the Corps of Engineers would not limit the contractors work 
hours.  The contractor will be required to obey all traffic laws and the Corps will monitor 
and insure a safe work environment. 
 
Link to Paducah’s River Heritage Museum  Mr. Ken Wheeler encouraged the 
Kentucky Lock project team to take advantage of linking its facilities to and sharing 
information with the River Heritage Museum.  Some preliminary discussions for this 
possibility have taken place and opportunities will be pursued. 
 
Labor Relations  Mr. Ken Wheeler pointed out the Olmsted project would be a good 
point of contact about “Lessons Learned” on labor relations in the area and the Kentucky 
Lock project should consider this topic.  Mr. Wheeler was told of discussions that had 
already occurred between KY Lock personnel and Rick Schipp, Olmsted Resident 
Engineer.  A meeting was held with labor representatives specifically about the KY Lock 



project.  It was recognized further coordination on this topic needs to take place in the 
future. 
 
Cost Sharing of Mitigation Costs  Mr. Ken Wheeler questioned the amount of money 
being spent for mitigation.  His particular concern seemed to be about the amount of 
fishing enhancements in the tailwater and the use of navigation industry trust fund dollars 
to pay for 50% of these costs.  It was explained to Mr. Wheeler that the required 
mitigation features were broken into three categories.  One of these categories is 
mitigation for the closure of Taylor Park Campground which is limited to a $1.5 million 
budget.  $500,000 is budgeted toward the visitor center and $1 million is budgeted for 
tailwater fishing enhancements.  Not all of the fishing enhancements being considered 
will be able to be built within the $1 million cap so those will not be constructed.  It was 
explained the other breakout session was prioritizing those features to help decide which 
ones would be built.  Another category of mitigation is to compensate for the closure of 
the west bank to fishing from the shore during relocation of the RR & Hwy.  The rock 
fishing jetties below the existing west bank boat ramp are proposed for this mitigation 
feature.  The other category of tailwater mitigation is for closure of the existing east bank 
boat ramp.  The new ramp proposed for the expanded boat basin, paving the existing 
parking lot and the restroom facilities are proposed for this mitigation. 
 
Mr. Wheeler also encouraged seeking other cost sharing partners for tailwater 
enhancement features.  Mr. Wheeler was aware of the federal responsibility to fund 
mitigation and any additional money provided by other parties would be used to provide 
features above and beyond the required mitigation. 
 
Chamber of Commerce Position Statement  The Paducah Area Chamber of Commerce 
stated their support for the Kentucky Lock project and provided a copy of a position 
statement they had written.  The position statement supported funding of the project for 
Fiscal Year 2001. 
 
Traffic Congestion From Employee Vehicles  Concern was expressed about traffic 
congestion from construction employees vehicles reporting to work and leaving work.  It 
was asked if shifts could be staggered to alleviate some of the congestion.  The response 
was that the Corps of Engineers will work with contractors to minimize the traffic as 
much a practical, but the nature of this type of construction makes that difficult at times.  
It was explained when the weather is good, contractors want to take advantage of all 
daylight hours and thus staggering shifts is not always possible. 
 
New Ramp from Hwy 62/641 to Hwy 282  One individual asked if a new exit ramp 
from the relocated Hwy 62/641 to Hwy 282 near the State Park Campground could be 
provided.  It was explained the Corps of Engineers was authorized only to provide 
relocations to meet existing conditions and a new ramp would be an improvement we 
were not authorized to construct.  The cost of constructing a ramp would have to be 
picked up by someone such as Marshall County or the State of Kentucky if it were 
included. 
 



Construction Video  The question was asked if we had plans to produce a video of 
construction that would be shown in the new Visitors Center.  The reply was that no 
specific plans are currently in place, but preliminary discussions have occurred.  It was 
pointed out that videos are used in construction inspections and those videos could be 
used to produce a product for the visitors center after construction.  It was also pointed 
out that the possibility of providing information to the River Heritage Museum has been 
discussed. 
 
Graphic Video From General Session  A representative from the Marshall County 
Visitors Center on I-24 asked if they could receive a copy of the graphic video shown in 
the General Session.  A CD with the video was provided after the meeting adjourned. 
 
Power Outage During Tower Relocation  One person if there would be power 
interruptions when the lines to the new transmission towers were transferred.  A TVA 
representative replied that no outages would be required to transfer the lines. 
 
Hwy 62/641 Four Lane  The question was asked if a four lane bridge across the 
Tennessee River had been evaluated considering existing traffic and projected traffic in 
the next ten years.  It was explained the four lane option was being pursued until a couple 
of months ago, but the state of Kentucky had decided it wasn’t in their budget to fund the 
additional cost of a four lane bridge over the two lane option that is funded with federal 
dollars. 
 
Speed Limit on Relocated Hwy 62/641  What will the speed limit on the relocated 
section of Hwy 62/641 was asked by one individual.  It was explained the design speed 
for the relocation was 45 mph, but the actual posted speed limit would be determined by 
the state of Kentucky. 
 
6.  After the two breakout sessions adjourned, a Close-out Summary Session was held.  
Mr. Ownby and Mr. Davis summarized the issues and comments received during the 
breakout sessions (these are outlined in paragraphs 4 and 5 above).  No questions were 
asked during this session and the meeting adjourned at approximately 9:00 p.m. 
 
 
 
      Don Getty 
      Project Manager 
      KY Lock Addition 

 



Information provided before the general session: 
• Meeting program and comment cards 
• Project fact sheet/construction schedule 
• Project Site Plan – 11x17 Colored drawing  
• 8 ½ x 11 Computer generated renderings of:  

•  Lock Site and Lock Bridges 
• WB Fishing pier 
• PH Island fishing pier 
• TN River bridges 

• 11x17 Artist renderings of: 
• Lock site plan  
• Operations/visitors building and lock 

• 8 ½ x 11 TW fishing: 
• Plan view of all possible features 
• WB restrictions July 00 to June 01 

 
Handouts at TW Fishing Breakout Session 

• Fishing Features Survey 
• 11x17 PH Island possible fishing enhancements 
• 11x17 West bank possible fishing enhancements 
• 11x17 of PH Island Fishing Pier, Plan and profile 
• 11x17’s of three WB Fishing Piers profile view and one plan view 
• 8 ½ x 11 WB restrictions, Phase 2-A 
• 8 ½ x 11 WB restrictions, Phase 2-B 

 
No special handouts at All Other Features Breakout Session 
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